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COMES NOW Brian Lamont Doyle and Brian "̂ yan B" Doyle for 

Congress and moves this honorable Conunission: to Dismiss the Complaint of 

CREW and Sloan herein; to sanction Complainante for a pattem of bringing 

abusive and politically/financially motivated Complainte before this honorable 

Conunission; to reveal, if only in the nature of a response to a F.O J.A. Request, 

the number of previous complainte previous made by Complaiimnts, those 

sustained, those fisund to be unsubstantiated, and to any extent availdile the 



demographics of complainante taigete. Complainante are requested to 

provide/reveal: the amount and source of all their funding tor the pam five years; 

. thdr generd ledger and payroll; and all documents, phone logs, memos, writings, 

letters, emails, or data compilations of any soit reflectiog how Complainante came 

to be targeted by them and the initid souice or motivation of their initid decision 
CO 

^ to investigatcAtaigm Respondente. Complainante are dso requested to reved dl 
ST 

^ documente, applications and reports filed by them with the IRS in support of or 
'ST-

^ compliance with the requiremente place upon them by tiieu: puiported status as a 
rt 

S0-l(cX3) organization. Sloan is similarly requested to provide her income tax 

retiinis and baiildng records for the pam five years and dso the statemente fior any 

credit card or other accounto that she has use of which are not in her name. 

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT 

INITIAL CONCERN 

It appears that a substantid portion of the Complaint has been redacted. 

This is not acceptable to Respondanta. Rê Kmdants are entitled to analyze and be 

aware of everything that Complainants have on the reoord** in tUs matter. It 

is nothing diort of a substantive due process violation for this honorable 

Commisdon to not inform Respondente completely of everythmg that has been 

provided by Complainante herein. Therefiare this Response is precatory and 



subject to supplemerrtation and amendment as Respondents obtain further 

mformation. 

1. 

Paragraph one of the Complaint is redacted. Respondente mum therefore 

deny said paragraph and demand thm the entire paragFafdi be revealed to them. 
o> 
rt o 
ST ^' 
ST 
^ DefisndantdeniesparagraphtwooftheComplaintanddiowstiiatCREWî  
ST 
^ an arm of wedtfay, powerful, elitim powers that sedc to attack and neutndize 
0 
rt 
rt honest, minority and outeide of the mainstream politicd hcqiefiils, and employ 

funds tiiiat otherwise would not be available for these purposes under the guise of 

"charity/non-profif' operations to diow wedthy powerfiil people, corporations and 

organizations to wrongfully launder their money into politicd activities. 

3. 

In response to paragraphs three, four, five and six, Respondente re-all̂ e 

paragraph two above and show that this is a politically/financially motivated sham 

Conq)laint brougjht for improper purposes and seddng to use this honorable 

Conmussion as a pawn in order to advance a hidden agenda. 

4. 

Respondents demand that paragraphs seven through nine be revealed to 

them. 



5. 

Paragraphs eleven througih sixteen, apparently all of the fiictud averments 

and Count I of the Complaint have been redacted. Respondeirts vdiementiy object 

and DEMAND that tiie complaint in ite entirety be made availd)le to them 

immediately. 

(M 6. 

ST , 
CO Regarding Paragraphs seventeen through twenty-one Respondente show that 
rsl 
TT 

TT they have rightfiilly relied on the information provided to them by this honorable 
0 

^ Conunission and its representatives. Specifically Respondents were informed that 

no reporting would be necessary imless and until an amount in excess of five-

thousand dollars ($S,(XX).(X) USA) had been donated/collected. 

7. 

For the very purpose of avoiding situations such as this no campaign 

contributions were accepted by Respondents. The campaign was completely self-

funded by Respondent Doyle. 
8. 

Of infbrmation and belief Respondeirts have feithfiilly and fully complied 

wifli all the lequixemento placed upon them. 

^ Respondents restate their objection and demand as to the redacUon of paragraph 18. 

4 



9. 

If complaiiiants motives were as pure and sincere as titey pretend they could 

have discovered anything they wished to know by the simple expedient of making 

a phone call or sending a letter or email to Respondents instead of this thinly veiled 

attempt to circumvent the Voting Rights Act and interfere m pending litigation 
r-l 

^ between Respondent Doyle and the South Carolina Democratic Party' and to 
ST 
^ fiimncidly and logistically place the nmxunum amount of burden posdble upon the 

rt 

rt WHEREFORE, Respondente requem that this action be dismissed, that 

Complainante be appropriately sanctioned and forbidden in the future fiom 

bringing such abusive burdensome actions without foir and reasonable 

investigation or inquiry on their parts prior to involving so much personal insult 

and burden to their victims and waste of taxpayer money in the advancing of their 

comqit reprehensible political/financid agmida. 

Respectfully submitted this tilie ̂ ^ay of August̂ 20y 

Brian Lamont Doyle, individudly 
and far Brian "Ryan. B** Doyle 
for Clongress 

' Respondents are presently researching the feasibility and desirability of adding Comptabiants herein as additional 
named Defendants In the above referenced suit against the Somh Carolina State Democratic Party. 



VERIFICATION 

All of the above and fivegoing ta true and conect 

Swom to and; 
befiire me' 
Ofi 

rsi 
ST 

CO 
rsj 
"ST 
'̂ T 
O 

Brian Lamom Doyle 
Affiam 

SHUMMESOOVT 

CobbCeunly 
SteteofCeciBta 

MyrnnaiaduiiD̂ toiAuu laamo 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I have this day served a true and correct copy of the above and fiaregoing 

upon: 

Melanie Sloan, individually and in her capacity as 
Executive director of 

^ Citizens for Responsibility and Ethics in Washington 
^ 1400 Eye Street, N.W., Ste. 4S0 

Washington, DC 2000S. 

O by fecsimile (202 - S88-S020) and First Class U.S. Mail. This tiie ̂ Hlav of 
rt August, 2010. 

1 
Brian "Ryan B** Doyle 


